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Formal IVTattcrs 

Claims 1-2 ]^ 27 and 29-39 arc pending a/'ior cntty of tho amendments set forth herein. 
Within, tho tespoase to the first Office Action claims 2?-26 and 28 were caiKolcd ami new clnims 
29-34 were iiddcd and arc shown here as "prcviou;j1y pio^.Ciitod/* 
Claims 17-21 are allowed. 

Here, cJainis 1,17, and 27 have been amenrlal to more panicuEarly point out imd distinctly ckihn 
Mic iiweiilion. 

Tlie amcndincnls to claim 1 relating to the tcim "ductile" are fully supported within the 
unamended form of the clahn and the original chiini I , Furtl^cr, the tcmi "ductile" is dehucd in the 
Spccificulion as paragraph [0041]. Addition oftlie term relating to 'longitudinal axi.s" is snppcirLcd 
within the original version of clainn 1 ftnd thiouglioiit Iho jipceification and shown wiihni l=ig\iio \ , Tho^ 
terminology with respect to how the focusing fluid sets on the preform is suppoited in oriyinai cJaijn J, 
in the specincation at numerous pfuces such as at pa^;^ }2 para^aph 54 and siiown within Figure 1 . In 
response to the objection to the term * 'downstream"" tlie piiraso which includes such has been deleted 
from cJaim 1 , 

Claim 17 was indicated as being allowed. Ho^vcvcr. in order to provide for eun.sislcncy in Ihc 
claim terminology claim 17 has been amended. Spec; Ho filly, the phrase which includes the tcnn 
"downstream" which was objected to in the Office Atlifin regarding claim I has been deleted from 
claim 17. Further, in view of the objection to claim 29 which docs not use the term "compresses" the 
term "compresses'' has been deleted from claim 17 find rcj>laccd with the term "draws" whidi is 
supported throughout the specification, defmcd at pariisi(,r;:ph [0042], shown in Figure 1 and excjiipliilcd 
in example 1 such as in paragraph [00S7] which rcfcni to **drawing." 

Claim 27 has been amended so that it is elefuly *^pocific to producing n 'liollow ojMieal liber." 
Tins is supported within the original version of ckunt 27 isnd within the spccilkalion .such as ut page 5, 
paragraph 15. further, in (.hat the term "hoUow tube" was included within original eluiui 27 llvj term is 
used throughout the claim. Still further, the Examiner objected lo the term "channer' as not being fully 
described in the specification and this term has been delcled fj'om claim 27. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideratiois of the applicatioji in view of the amendments and 
remarks made herein. 
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No new maimer ha.s been added. 

Rejection under 3 5 O.S.C. § 112. ilrtit nanitzr aph 

Claims 1-16, 27 iind 29-34 were rejected inula' .25 U.S.C. §112, first paragriipli. The rcjeoiioii is 
traversed as applied ^ind as it is applied to the prcsvjnOy pijiKling claims. However, applionnis wish to 
expedite prosecution of the applicalion. Accord ii\d;ly, ispplicnnts have made forninl aniendiuonls lo the 
claims in an attempt to overcome or render moot thc^'c rejections. 

The first objection was directed at claim 27 arguing lhat the term '^channel" v,'Cis ngt siiflleicnily 
supported in the specification. The preform shown in \\[v\ro 1 is drawn through a ch:^iinel hi l!ie nozzle. 
Thc^ Hxaminer is correct in that the term is not ustd tlu'ouj^hout the specification. Ftnihcr, t1)c cKuni 
deJlnes the invention adequately without the use oftVx (cnu, Accordingly, claim 27 lias been nnicndcd 
to delete the term "channel" thereby rendering the rcjocti'sJn moot. Accordinj^ly, chum 27 is bch'cved lo 
be in condition for aUowiince in that no other obj eel ioi\ h.-is been made with respect to tliis claim. 

Claim 1 was objected to duo to the use of ihc tci iii "the prcrorm iiccelcrating the preform''. 
AppHcants understand how the term may have boon interpreted as unclear by the llxamiiicr. 
Accordingly, applicants liavc amended the claim to delcto the specific language and include ]an>>aage 
which i.s believed to clearly describe the methodoloj^y of the invention. Specifically, as indicalcd in the 
claim the focusing iltiid is caused to flow in a diroctkm tiSony with the preform towacds a first end of the 
prcPorn-j. This flow is carried ont in a manner so that a pvcform accelerated by t;inp,ontial swocjiing 
forces exerted on the prefoi-m by the focusing fluid. This cuuscs a reduction in dian^cLcr of the preform 
and an increase in the length of the preform. Such i.-i clciu ly showii witiiiu Figure I and clcftcrihcd nt 
numerous places in the specification such as at pa^o \7, line 54 and exemplified within the examples 
such as Hxamplc 1 beginning on page 22 atparaguiph [00S6]. 

Claim I was also objected to due to the u^c of the term "downstream'* which was ijbJicatcd iis not 
being completely supported in the specification, Applicants do not acquiesce to the vaHility of this 
rejection in that the term ^'downstream" has a well ^.!i■ldcr^tood meaning and the direction of How is 
shown in h'igure 1 in a mrmner such that one can readily determine which point is dovv'nsUciun of 
miolher. Notwithstanding such applicants agree tlutt the tomi is notU5Cd extensively (luoughoul the 
specification and believe that the invention is readily niKkTslnadablc as claimed in claim 1 witliout the 
use of Ihi.q term. Accordingly, the phrase *VositioncJ down^iieam of the now of the focused ntjid" ha.s 
been deleted from claim I thereby rendering the rcjcciiot^ moot. 
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No other objections appear with respett to cliiini 1 . However, applicatits wish to spccinciilly 
point out support for the previously added laneuaf;c jt^irniiig to accelerating the prcfonn by the tangcaHal 
sweeping forces exerted by the focusing Jluid, Sp-xi tlciiiiy, £ipj>hoanis refer the lixaininer 1o pnrayi fiph 
54 on page 12. SpcciTicalJy, the second sentence of that vciuh i\$ follows "Alter iho prcfonn emerges 
from the exit port, it is accelerated by tangential swccpin;,:; Ibrccs OAcrtcd by the focuj^injj fluid (e,g, g^is 
fltrcam) Howing on its surface, which gradually dcciLas;cs (be preform cross -section dhncnsiour^." 
Applicants made a serious attempt to include a cfaini lauj^iiage version of this description into claiiu J 
into the prior office action. If applicauts' specific longuagij is objected to by the Exanuiicr applicants 
would be amenable to other language as supported within paragraph 54 iti order to place the 0|)plicali(>n 
in condition for allowance. 

In that no other rejections remain with rcspcci to chtirnl this claim is believed U> be iu condition 
for allowance as arc the claims 2-16 which arc depc.uicnj directly or indirectly thereon. 

Claini 17 was indicated as being allowed. However, in that the Venn ''downsUcain" objected 
to iifi regard to claim 1 when it was used in a simihtr inrinner applicants have amen<]ed elahu J 7 lo delete 
the phrase "positioned downstream of the flow of the stjenin ol'rnoUen viscous liquid/* I'linher, ihe 
term "comproyscs" has been deleted from claim 17 find ripl:-teed with the tcnn "draws" supported in 
t!ic specification such as at paragraph [0042] which defiuos llio term tmd in example 1 beginning on 
page 22 and specifically at page 23 paragraph [0087] which refers to "dr;jwing of this jireform." 

Accordingly, claim 17 as well as the claijns li>-?J which arc dependent directly or indiicctly 
thereon arc believed to be allowable as indicated wiMvin trie Ol'dce Action. 

Claini 29 was objected to as not being supported in Uie specification as it depcjids from claim 17. 
S])ecifically, the Office Action pointed out that claim 17 relcned to "compressing the iliiid" whcretus 
vsuch as not referred to within claim 29. Applicanls a;;rcc with the Examiner th;n the term "compresses" 
docs iiot accurately describe the invention and could be nusinlerpretcd. Accordingly, claim 17 lias bctn 
amended to eliminate the use of this term. Claim 1 7 nov/ claims a mcLhod of produciaig a fiber from 
molten viscous liquid. The method includes extrudin:^ the stream of moltcji viscou;^ liquid and then 
focusing that stream with a focusing fluid which diaus thy siream having a first nrcumfcrcncc until it 
has a narrowed second circumference which is less thju the Hriit circumference. Tlius. claini 1 7 is 
claiming a method of producing a fiber from molten \ i.scons liquid using a focusing; fiuid. 

Claini 29 is dependent on claim 17, hi claim 29 the molten liquid in soppHcd by a *\supply 
source" which has an antecedent ba.<iis on claim 1 7. TTowever, the "supply source'^ of claini 29 is further 
clcfincd lo be comprised of two concentrically positiuncd lubes as dcscnbed in the spccifieatiou such arj 
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at pfige 5, paragraph [0015]. The- molten liquid iruiy h\i focused wilTi the foc\ising llviid to iiww y.i soU<! 
rib(?T as per claim 17. AltcmatWely, the ttioiten liquid uv.\y be supplied throuj?,h the two concoiitiically 
positioned tubes with the center lube beii\g fdlfd v/ilh 4 so to pvodticc a hoUow ithor us dclinod lu 
claim 29, hi view of such the objections to claim 29 nrc believed to have beeu ovcvconic and chuiu 29 
fi<> well as the claims dependent directly or indirectly iht-'i con arc believed to be iit cor.dition tor 



The indcpe^^de^lt claims 1, 17 aitd 27 have bccti ;usiC'ndcd to more pai'licularly pcviiU out and 
diativ^ctly claim the invention. Although cipplicaiUn do not ncqutesce to the vaUdity of the rejections 
applicants have attempted to address each ofthc cbjcoilouK raised within the OCtice Action aad amend 
thcelaimsin a manner which eitltcr overcomes thcrqtiClEon of" renders it moot, rurther, .spcciHc 
support within the specifmation, examples and drawiiig^ h:\vc been pointed out so as to clearly ijidlcLUo 
that the mcdiod.s chiimcd arc fally supported witlda il.'e ouginally filed application. Jn view oi'-sucli a]} 
ofthe cUums arc believed to be in condition for ntlowanL^if and an indication oTsucb Is reripcctiulJy 
requested. 

Applicant submits that all of tlic claims are in con^lition for allowance, which action is rcqiicstcd. 
If the Examiner finds that a telephone conference would expt'ditc the prosecution of liiis applit".nion, 
please telephone the undersigned at the number provided. 

The Commissioner is hereby authorized to oharj^e any tindcrpaynient offees £isj;ocia(cd wiUi this 
communication, including 3ny necessary fees for c>at;iiRious of time, or credit any ovcrpayjncnl lo 
Deposit Account No. SO-OS 1 5, order number FLO VV-Q [ L 



BOZICUVIC, FIELD & FRANCIS LLP 
200 Middlcficld Road, Suite 200 
Mcnio Park, CA 94025 
Telephone: (650) 327-3400 
Direct: (650) 833-7735 
Fctcsimilc: (650) 327-3231 



til Iowa ncc. 



Conclusion 



Resprctrully sijbmittcd, 

i:iO/.iCeV/C, I'lHLD & h'RANCrS I, LP 




r:\TJCX;UM!'N1*\rL£lW (flow r<icHsniij)ll)l lUmmiaf Ifl-Jl-OJ-tfuc 
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